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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This chapter provides an excellent and clinically relevant overview of renal papillary necrosis in the setting of acute pyelonephritis. The topic is important because RPN frequently occurs in high-risk populations, especially diabetics, yet remains under-recognized and often misdiagnosed. The manuscript highlights the value of imaging and flexible ureterorenoscopy, including relook procedures, in preventing recurrent obstruction and renal damage. The detailed discussion, supported by recent clinical evidence and case reports, will be useful for clinicians, urologists, nephrologists, and trainees.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear, precise, and reflects the content accurately.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Abstract is complete, well structured, and consistent with the main text.
Minor suggestion:
· Add one sentence on the clinical significance of relook fURS to emphasize its importance for readers.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and supported by recent literature. The diagnostic and management algorithm is clear and evidence-based.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient, recent, and relevant. The manuscript includes many studies up to 2024–2025.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Language is suitable for scholarly communication.
Minor corrections for comma placement can be made during copyediting, but overall English is good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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